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IN THE UNITED STATES 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

PATENT APPLICATION 

Dennis S. Greywall 
Bernard Yurke 

CASE 35-19 

Serial No. 10/789.154 Group Art Unit 1732 

Filed February 27, 2004 

Examiner Lawrence Lambelet 

Title Carbon Particle Fiber Assembly Technique 

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. BOX 14S0 

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450 
SIR: 

Enclosed is a Response to Restriction Requirement in the above-identified apf^lication. 

NO ADDITIONAL FEE REQUIRED 

In the event of non-payment or Improper payment of a required fee. the CommSi 
authorized to charge or to credit Deposit Account No. 12-2325 as required to 
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Respectfully, ^ it 

Eugwe J. Iwenthal, Attorney 
Reg. No. 366S8 
732-949-1857. 
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Lucent Technologies Inc. 

101 Crawfords Comer Road 
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PATENT AND TRADEMARK OF 

Patent Application 

Inventors): D. S. Greywall 

B.Yurke 

Case: 35-19 

Serial No.: 10/789,154 

Filed: February 27, 2004 

Examiner: L. E. Lambelct 

Title; Carbon Particle Fiber Assembly Technique 



Group Art Unit 



COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. BOX 1450 

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-14S0 
SIR: 



response to RESTRimON REQUIREMENT 



This communication is in response to the Office Action dated 



Remarks 

Claims 1-31 are pending in the application. 

The Office Action is a restriction requirement, requesting 
between group I, claims M3 and 15-21 , drown to methods of assem|) 
into one or more fibers, and group II, claims 14 and 22-27, drawn to 

Applicants hereby elect group I, with iraverse. 

The Office Action states that the product of group 11 canj 
process other than the process of group I. In particular, the Office 
product of group II can be made by gel-spinning. 

In this regard, applicants first point out that claim 14 states 
the process defined in claim 1”. Hence, it is not possible for the 
tr»de by any process other than that of claim 1, and certainly no^ 
claim 14 is not distinct firom the claims of group T. 
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